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REMARKS 



This is a full and timely response to the non-final Office action mailed June 1, 
2007. Reexamination and reconsideration in view of the foregoing amendments and 
following remarks is respectfully solicited. 

Specification Objections 

In the office action, the Examiner objected to the amendment filed 2/27/07 under 
35 U.S.C 132(a) because it introduces new matter into the disclosure. Specifically, the 
Examiner stated that previously made amendments (made at the suggestion of the 
Examiner) added new matter. Applicants strenuously disagree, and note that both the 
terms "residual" and "residual difference" were included in the specification as filed. 

However, in an effort to further prosecution, the above amendments to the 
specification cancel the previously made amendments to the specification. Thus, 
applicants submit that this rejection is overcome, although in no way should this action be 
construed as acquiescence to the propriety of the rejection. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. $ 1 12 

In the office action, claims 5-7, 9-11, 33, 34 and 36-38 were rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 112. Specifically, the Examiner objected to the phrase "a selected maximum 
safe exhaust temperature for the turbine engine" in amended claim 1 1 as new matter. 
Although applicants again disagree with the substance of the Examiners rejection, 
applicants have amended claim 11 to remove the term "selected". Applicants note that 
the claim as filed included the phrase "maximum safe temperature, and further note thai 
paragraph 36 describes in detail exhaust gas temperature (EGT) margin for a turbine 
engine. Thus, the amended phrase of "maximum safe exhaust gas temperature for the 
turbine engine" clearly is not new matter. 

The Examiner also objected to the phrase "a computing processor" in claim 3 1 as 
new matter. Applicants again disagree, but have amended the claim 31 to remove the 
term "computing" as was suggested by the Examiner. 
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In the office action, claims I, 5-7, 9-11,31, 33, 34 and 36-38 were rejected under 
35 U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. 
Specifically, with regard to claim 1, the Examiner cites the use of the word "residuals" 
and the phrase "residual difference", stating that there is a conflict between the claimed 
"residual" and the disclosed "residual difference" in the specification. Applicants 
respectfully disagree. 

First, applicants note that the term "residual" can be used as both a noun and an 
adjective. Specifically, the term "residual" used by itself is a noun commonly defined as 
the difference between obtained results. Likewise, the phrase "residual difference" uses 
residual as an adjective modifying difference, where the adjective usage of residual is 
commonly defined as relating to a residue. See for example, Merriam-Websters 
Collegiate Dictionary, Eleventh Edition (2003), page 1060, a copy of which is attached. 

Second, applicants submit that, contrary to the Examiner's assertions, the noun 
form of "residual" was used repeatedly in the specification. See for example, paragraphs 
0008,0021 and 0024. 

Third, the cited usage of the terms "residuals" and "residual difference" in 
paragraph 0024 is perfectly consistent . The cited sentence of paragraph 0024 is as 
follows: 

Generating residuals can be accomplished using a variety 
of techniques, such as by comparing the sensor data to 
expected values and determining the residual difference, 
(emphasis added). 

In this sentence, the recitation of the term "residuals" is uses the noun form the 
word. Conversely, the recitation of the term "residual" in the phrase "residual difference" 
uses the adjective form the word, modifying the word "difference". 

As stated above, the noun form is commonly defined as the difference between 
obtained results. This is perfectly consistent with the phrase that follows of "comparing 
the sensor data to expected values". Likewise, the adjective form is commonly defined as 
relating to a residue. Thus, describing the "difference" as relating to a residue of 
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compared sensor data to expected values is completely consistent with the noun form of 
"residual". Thus, there is no contradiction between the use of the term "residual" as a 
noun, or the use of the term "residual" as an adjective in the phrase "residual difference". 

Thus, there is no basis for the Examiners rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first 
paragraph based on the applicants usage of residual and residual difference.. Applicants 
thus submit that the rejection should be withdrawn. 

The Examiner further objected to the phrase "determining a rate of change of 
residuals", asking "how and in what manner is 'rate of change* determined, what criteria 
is used?". Applicants again disagree, and first note that the term "rate of change" is 
notoriously well known in a general mathematical sense. Furthermore, paragraphs 0032 
and 0033 describe how a "slope calculator" can be used to determine the rate of change 
using a linear fit of N samples of filtered data. Given such a description, one of ordinary 
skill in the art would certainly understand how to calculate the rate of change of sensor 
data. Applicants thus submit that this rejection should be withdrawn. 

With regard to the "selected", applicants have removed that phrase as suggested 
by the Examiner. 

With regard to "margin", the Examiner states that it is unclear in what manner "a 
margin" related to "augment the sensor data". Applicants again disagree, and submit that 
the relationship is sufficiently clear. Specifically, applicants note that the specification 
repeatedly describes calculating a margin as one technique that can be used to augment 
the sensor data. See paragraph 0024 as one example, which states "The residual data can 
be augmented using a variety of techniques, such as by determining the rate of change of 
residual data or determining margin levels". Also note that this relationship was defined 
in the claims. See claims 5 and 14 as two examples. 

Next, the Examiner alleges that the computer components (i.e., the sensor data 
. processor, computing processor and fuzzy logic inference system) are essentially black 
box with no description of the internals. Applicants again disagree. With regard to the 
sensor data processor applicants note that FIG. 3 and the corresponding description 
illustrates an embodiment of the sensor data processor that includes residuals generators, 
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residual filters, slope calculators and slope filters. This is described in great detail in 
paragraphs 0025 to paragraphs 0039. Likewise, the fuzzy logic inference system is 
described and illustrated in FJG. 4, and shown to include a rule applier, rule aggregator 
and an output generator. This is described in great detail in paragraphs 0041 to 0055. 
Likewise, the processor is described in paragraph 0067. Furthermore, specific 
mathematical techniques that can be used are described. See paragraph 0051 that 
describes the use of a Fuzzy Logic Toolbox available in MatLab. Thus, the allegation 
that these elements are merely "black boxes" for purposes of enablement is completely 
without merit. Applicants thus request that this rejection likewise be withdrawn. 

In the office action, claims 1, 5-7, 9-11,31, 33, 34 and 36-38 were rejected under 
35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out 
and distinctly claim the subject matter which the applicant regards as the invention. With 
regard to claims 1 and 31, the Examiner stated that it was not clear what is meant by the 
term "data type" and the term "likelihood". Applicants respectfully disagree, and submit 
that these terms of appropriately clear. Specifically, the term "data type" simply means a 
type of data. Examples of types of data for which membership functions can be created 
are described in detail in applicant's specification. See paragraphs 0053-0055 which give 
several different examples. Likewise, the usage of the term "likelihood" merely follows 
the accepted definition of the term, e.g., a probability. Thus, the phrase "determine a 
likelihood that a fault has occurred in the turbine engine" means that a probability (by any 
measure) that a fault has occurred is determined. 

With regard to claims 1 1 and 34, the Examiner stated that it was not clear what all 
is meant and encompassed by a "maximum safe temperature", alleging that the term 
"maximum safe" is indefinite in the claim, and the scope of the claim is uncertain. 
Applicants disagree, and submit that the scope of the claim is clear when properly 
interpreted in light of the specification. Specifically, the specification at paragraph 0036 
specifically describes one method of the EGT margin being calculated. This example 
states that the EGT margin represents the number of degrees between the current 
operating conditions and the "temperature redline for that particular engine model", 
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where the engine's redline is generally a "safety limit on temperature for the engine's 
operation". Thus, the maximums safe temperature is simple a temperature limit set for 
the operation of the turbine engine, above which the safety of the engine could be 
comprised. Taken in this context, the use of the term "maximum" clearly is well defined 
and meets the requirements under section 112. Thus, applicants submit that this rejection 
has been overcome. 

With regard to claim 31, the Examiner stated that the applicant recites "processor" 
and a "sensor data processor", and that there is no distinction between the processors in 
the claim. The Examiner also stated that the "sensor data processor" will be interpreted 
as a "sensor data processing program". Accordingly, applicants have amended claim 31 
as suggested by the Examiner. Specifically, applicants have amended claim 31 Lo recite 
"sensor data processing program " in lieu of sensor data processor. Applicants note that 
the support for this interpretation is found in FIG. 12 and paragraphs 0066 to 0072, which 
describe the invention as a functioning system with processor, memory, and a fault 
detection program residing in memory and being executed by the processor. 
Applicants thus submit that this rejection has been overcome. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. S 102 and 103 

Claims 1, 5-7, 9-1 1, 31, 34 and 36-38 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 as 
allegedly being anticipated by U.S. Patent Publication No. 2003/0139860 to McBrien et 
al, hereinafter McBrien . The Examiner stated that McBrien discloses a fault detection 
system for detecting faults in a turbine engine, where the fault detection system includes a 
sensor data processor providing an augmented data set and a logic inference system, the 
logic inference system analyzing the augmented data set to determine the likelihood that a 
fault has occurred. 

In making these rejections, the Examiner cited elements 14 and 16 of FIG. 3 as 
disclosing a sensor data processor, and element 30 of FIG. 3 as disclosing a fuzzy logic 
inference system. Applicants respectfully disagree, and submit that the claims are 
patentably distinct over the cited McBrien reference. 
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First, with regard to the sensor data processor, the Examiner alleged that elements 
1 4 and 1 6 of McBrien constitute the recited sensor data processor, stating that the these 
elements are configured to augment the sensor data by generating residuals and 
determining a rate of change of the residuals. Specifically, the Examiner cites the 
McBrien as teaching a rate of change of the residuals in the form of a "horsepower 
deviation rate". See page 7 of the office action dated June 1, 2007. 

Applicants submit that this is a misreading of the reference. First, applicants note 
that McBrien does not disclose a "deviation rate" but instead discloses a "deviation ratio", 
(emphasis added). The words "deviation rate" are not found in McBrie n. In fact, the 
cited paragraph 0057 of McBrien clearly descries that the "deviation ratios" are calculated 
through division, which is consistent with the calculation of a ratio . See the equation in 
paragraph 0057. Applicants can thus find no teaching in McBrien where the rate of 
change of sensor data residuals is calculated. Applicants thus submit that this part of 
the rejection is based on a misinterpretation of McBrien , and that the reference fails to 
teach the recited limitations. 

Second, with regard to the fuzzy logic inference system, the Examiner alleged that 
element 30 of McBrien constituted this element. Applicants again disagree, and submit 
that element 30 of McBrien does not include any sort of fuzzy logic inference system as 
claimed. While FIG. 3 of McBrien does label element 30 using the phrase "fuzzy logic 
calculations", it is merely described as performing calculations relating to bypass, 
stopping or enabling the fault detection system. See FIG. 4 and paragraphs 0046-0048 of 
McBrien. For example, these sections describe how the element 30 determines if there 
are sufficient sensors available, and if not the fault detection logic is bypassed. 
Additionally, element 30 is described as determining the engine operating mode and 
likewise bypasses the fault detection logic if the engine is not in norma) or combat roles. 
See paragraph 0047 of McBrien . 

In contrast, applicants independent claims recite that the fuzzy logic inference 
system includes a plurality of membership functions and is configured to fuzzyify the 
augmented data set using the plurality of membership functions, and determine a 
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likelihood that a fault as occurred in the turbine engine. Applicants can find no teaching 
of any membership functions or the use membership functions to determine a likelihood 
that a fault has occurred with regard to element 30. Applicants note that the Examiner 
did not cite any particular portion of McBrien as teaching membership functions. 

As McBrien fails to teach a sensor data processor or fuzzy logic inference system 
as claimed, applicants submit that independent claim 1 is patentably distinct over 
McBrien. Furthermore; as claims 5, 6, 7/9, 10 and 1 1 depend from, and include all the 
limitations of independent claim 1, they are also submitted to be patentably distinct. 

Claims 31, 33, 34, 36-38 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as allegedly being 
unpatentable over McBrien in view of Martucci (U.S. Patent No. 6289274). Applicants 
again disagree, and submit that independent claim 3 1 is patentably distinct over the cited 
references for similar reasons as was expressed with respect to claim I, Specifically, the 
Martucci reference was simply cited as teaching a processor, and the reference thus does 
not overcome the deficiencies in McBrien noted above. Furthermore, as claims 33, 34 
and 36-38 depend from, and include all the limitations of claim 31, they are also 
submitted to be patentably distinct. 

Conclusion 

Based on the above, independent Claims 1 and 31 are patentable over the citations 
of record. The dependent claims are also submitted to be patentable for the reasons given 
above with respect to the independent claims and because each recite features which are 
patentable in its own right. Individual consideration of the dependent claims is 
respectfully solicited. New claims 39-43 are likewise submitted to be patentably distinct 
for similar reasons to those given above, and for other features patentable in their right. . 

The other art of record is also not understood to disclose or suggest the inventive 
concept of the present invention as defined by the claims. 
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Hence, Applicant submits that the present application is in condition for 
allowance. Favorable reconsideration and withdrawal of the objections and rejections set " 
forth in the above-noted Office Action, and an early Notice of Allowance are requested. 

If the Examiner has any comments or suggestions that could place this application 
in even better form, the Examiner is requested to telephone the undersigned attorney at 
the below-listed number. 

If for some reason Applicant has not paid a sufficient fee for this response, please 
consider this as authorization to charge Ingrassia, Fisher & Lorenz, Deposit Account No. 
50-2091 for any fee which may be due. 



Respectfully submitted, 



INGRASSIA FISHER & LORENZ 



Dated: 





Reg. No. 38,579 
(480) 385-5060 
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1060 resh • resolution 

reSh Vrfisli\« EHcb rfsh] <ca. 1823) : the 20lh letter of tlic Hebrew al- 
phabet $CC ALPHABET table . 

reshape \(,)rc-'shap\ vr (1827) : to give a new form or orientation lo 

• reorganise — re*shap.er« . . ' 
re-shuf .fie VMrMKa-falV vt (1830) 1 : to .shuttle (as cards) again 2 

• to reorganize usu. by the redistribution of existing elements <the cab- 
inet was reshuffled by the prime minister) — reshuffle n 

re-sld \ri-*zld\ ;i (1967): residual .oil 

re-slde \ri-'zTd\ vr re-sid-ed; re-sld.lng (ME. fr. MF oi U MP restder, 
fr. L resldire to sit back, remain, abide, fr. r*- + jasf&l to sit ~ more at 
sit] <lSc) 1 a :to be in residence as llic incumbent of a benefice or ot- 
fice b : to dwell permanently or continuously : occupy a place as 
one's legal domicile 2 a : to be present as an element or quality b 
: to be vested as a right — re-sid.er n 

res-hdenoe Vce-zo-dondK 'rcx-danO)*, •re-»-,dcn(t)j\ « <Mc) 1 a 
: the act or fact of dwelling in a place for some time D : the act or fact 
of living or regularly staying at or in some place for the discharge or a 
duty or the enjoyment of a benefit 2 a (1) : the place where one actu- 
ally lives as distinguished from one's domicile or a place of temporary 
sojourn (2) : domicile 2a b : the place where a corporation Is actu- 
ally or officially established c : the status of a legal resident 3a .a 
building used as a home : dwgllino b : housing or a unit of housing 

Erovided for students A a : the period or duration of abode in a place 
: a period of active and csp. full-time study, research, or teaching at a 
college or university — In residence : engaged to hvo and work at a 
Particular place often for a specified time <poot in residence at a unl- 

resldence time n (1954) : the duration of persistence of a mass or sub- 
stance in a medium or place (as the atmosphere) 

res*l.den«cy Vrc-zo-d:m(0-sc. 'rcz-dan(t)-,. ■rc-zo' l dcn(t)-\ ». P* ■*}** 
H579) 1 a : a usu. official place of residence b ; a slate or period of 
residence <a 20-ycar ~~ In the city); also : residbncb2c 2 : a territo- 
ry in a protected stale in which the powers of the protecting state arc 
executed by a resident agent 3 a i a period of iHi >i 
medical specialty that normally follows graduation from medical 
school and licenses to practice medicine b : RnsiDONCB 4b c : a pe- 
riod as an artist in residence i - AO . . 

<re6-l-dont Vre-za-dant. 'rcz-danl. f rc-zo-,denr\ adj (ME, fr. AF. fr. L 
resident-, resident, prp. of resided (14c) 1 a : living in a place ; for 
somo length of time : residing b : serving in a regular. or rul -time 
capacity <thc ~ engineer for a highway department^ also : being in 
residence 2 : present, inherent 3 : not migratory <^ specics> . 

"resident « (15c) 1: one who resides in a place 2 : a diplomatic agent 
residing at a foreign court or scat of government; csp : one exorcisms 
authority in a protected state as representative of the protecting power 

3 : a physician serving a residency - # 
resident commissioner n (1902) 1 : a nonvoting representative of a 

dependency in the U.S. House of Representatives 2 : a resident ad- 
ministrator in a British colony or possession - „ . ^ 
rt>s*i-den>tlal \,te-2»-Mcn(0-shol. ,re2.Men(l)-\ adj (J654) 1 a used as 
a residence or by residents b : providing living accommodations for 
students <a — prep school) 2 : restricted to or occupied by residenc- 
es <a ~ neighborhood) 3 : of or relating to residence or residences 

4 ^provided to patients residing in a facility <~ drug treatment); also 
: being a facility providing such treatment <a treatment center) — 
res.LdBn.tlal-ly V'den(t)*h(»->le\ adv 

/ residential collage « (1991) : college r 3a mn***\ * 

/Ve.Sld'U.al \H-'zi'^>-wol, -jal; --zU-wolV n [Lrcslduum residue] (1557) 1 
^ : REMAiNDBn, RESIDUUM: as a : the difference between results ob- 
tained by observation and by computation from a formula or between 
the mean of several observations and any one of them b : a residual 
product or substance ' c : an Internal aftereffect of expeiicnce or activ- 
ity that Influences later behavior; esp : a disability remaining from a 
disease or operation 2 : a payment (as to an actor or writer) for each 
/ ycrun aftcr an initial showing (as of a TV sIionv) 
/ 2 resldual adj (1570) 1 : of, relating to, or constituting a residue 2 
X ; leaving a residue that remains effective for some time <« ~ pest icide) 

mtouuffil^le*. W48) : fuel oil that remains after the removal of 
valuable distillates (as gasoline) from petroleum and that is used csp. 
by industry called also resid ' • 

residual power n (1919) : power held to remain at the disposal of a 
governmental authority after ah enumeration or delegation of speci- 
fied powers to other authorities .. . ■ 

re.Sld.U«ary Vri-'zl-Jar.wer-eX adj (172^) : Of. reJating to, or constituting 

resfhdue \Z-%*d£ '.dyu\ n [MR fr. AF, fr.. L residuum, fr. neut. of 
rksiduus left over, fr. residen to remain] (14c) : something that remains 
after a part is takc»» separated, or designated or after the completion of 
a process : remnant, rbmajndcr: as a ; the part of a testator s es- 
tate remaining after the satisfaction of all debts, charges, allowances, 
and previous devises and bequests b : the remainder after subtracting 
a multiple of a modulus from an integer or. a power of the Integer that 
can appear as the second of the two terms in an appropriate congru- 
ence 8 1 and 7 are ^ of 12 modulo 5> c : a constituent structural unit 
(as akroup 'or monomer) of a usu. complex molecule <amino acid ^ 
from hydrolysis of protein) ... v ^ . .u 

residue Class n (1948) : the set of elcmcn.ts (as integers) that leave tHc 
same remainder when divided by a given modulus _ 

re«6ld-U«um Xri-'zi-jo-wamN n, pi re.sld»Ua Vwo\ [IJ (1672) : something 
residual: as a : residue a b : a residual product (as from the distil- 
lation of petroleum) *' ' ... A .• 

re-Slgn \ri-*zTn\ vb fME. fr. AF rcsigner, fr. L ren^mrv. lit., to unseal, 
canctl . f r. re- + signare to s!gn» seal — more at stOfO vr (14c) 1 : DEL- 
EGATE, CONSIGN; esp : to give (oneselQ over without resistance <~cd 
herself to her fate) 2 : to give up deliberately; esp : to renounce (as a 
right or position) by a formal act ~ W 1 : to giyc^up one s < oTfice or 
positlon : quit 2 : to accept something as inevitable I SUBMIT syn 
see relinquish, aodicate — re*sfgn'Crf.ly yzt-nad-lc\ adv — re- 
slgn.ed.ness VzT-n3d-nas\ n -3 ! re.slan»er S-^l-npA n 

ny-slgn VOrfi-'sInV vt (1805) : to sign again; esp : to rehire (as an athlete) 
by means of a signed contract ^v/:to sign up again 
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rcS»ig'na«tlon \,rc-zlg-'nu-shon\ n (14c) 1 o : aninctOol'nW 
signing something : surrender b : a formal notification^ 
2 : the quality or state of being resigned : submissivbh^P 
res He \ri>/.l(-a)i\ v/ re-silod; re»sll.lng tlX&^^S 
draw, fr. L, lo recoil) (1529) : RECOIL, WBTRACn.e-rp^itSKS 
or posit ion < — from an agreement > . . . : \$faJ& 

re-siMence \rI-VJl-yan(t)s\ n (1824) 1 : the' capabnitylS-' 
body to recover Its size and shape after deform at ionAcffi 
compressive slrcss 2 : an ability to recover (rorriiof^daj 
misfortune or change • ••• XTRi&SiL 

re»sll'iDn-cy Vyon(t)-sd\/i (ca. I8?d) : rosilibnce 
ro.SiMont \-yjmt\ adj [L resilient; resilien?, prp; bf resillrcMi 
recoil, fr. re- + salire to leop — moro at SALLY]«(l674Wjfchi 
or marked by resilience: as a 3 capable of wlthiuindlott : al« 
pcrniancnt deformation or rupture b : tending to:rccbve5vi 
hut easily to misfortune or change 8yn see ELvurrtc^3& 
adv - . ■ "'^W&m 

Ves-ln Vrc-z*n\ n [ME, fr. AF retsmc; fr. L reslna.< BJdffioi 
pine resin] (14c) 1a: any of various solid or sep^ya;] 
fusible nammablc natural organic substances that araSfiik 
or translucent and yellowish to brown, are formed; t«j>Matt 
tions. ore soluble In organic solvents (as: ether) but^ioi^n 
electrical nonconductors, and aro used chiefly lri>itonlilfi 
Inks, plastics, and .sizes and In medicine . b : rost^hIS* 
large class of synthetic pi oducts^that have somcof.thelfttoa 
tics of natural resins but arc different chcmlcauyjandJaJfo 
In plastics b : any of various products made (romhbaturi 
natural polymer — res.ln.ous Vre-z^n-aS, Vcz-h&s\yS^ 
2 resln vt ros.lned; res-in-lng \*re-z # n-lo. 'rcr-ninN (1865)^2 
resin . 
res in-ote Vro-z»n-,At\ vt -at-ed; -at-Ing (ca/4890)uff6T4ffi: 
flavor wiih resin . l \{ K <<}rtfi$am 

rosin canal n (1884) : a tubular inlorccllutar.spaceHajgy , 
and some anglospcrms that is lined with QpltheljqiccUir 
resin — called also resin duct \ W^m 

res.ln.old Vre-z a n-.6ld\ n (1880) ; oum resin :"';H>wi 
1 r©'Sist \ri-'zlst\ vb [ME, fr. AF or L; AF reslster, -fr.-'fli «j 
sisterc to take a stand*, akin to l» stare to stand ^tifyrpw 
(He) : to excri force In opposition ~ vt. 1 ■ : to excrt-oi 
counteract or defeat <he temptation) 2 : tQiwithsl 
or effect of <malcrial that ~s heat) syn »6e oppose^ 
2 reslst n, often atttlb (1836) : something .(a*, a coaUng)ItS 
ngainst a chemical, electrical, or physical 1 action ^ ^rn ^^t 
1 re.sls-lancQ \ri-'zis-ton(t)s\ « (14c) 1 a : an act or. j^Taila 
: opposition b : a means of resisting 2 : the powcrfbft>- 1fl 
sist: as a : the inherent ability or an organism t^ teslifr™ 
ences (as disease, loxlo agents, or Infection) b ^sthe.iiiipSUi 
cles or strain of microorganism to survive cxpos^re;te;&ltc5 
a'drug) formerly effective against il * 3 : an opposl^gorif^L 
4 a : the opposition offered by a body or -'snbstariecrt?/ 
through it of a steady electric current b i a sourcefpf/rtsV 
psychological defense mechanism wherein a ;pntionl*gca 
otheriviso opposes the therapeutic efforts of a'psychriWfejfii 
cap : an underground organization of a ; conquerca>o$ 
qucicd country engaging in sabotage and secret 'ope.ra.U6ji 
cupnt ion forces and collaborators ' ' X-^'ftSffigra 

2 reslatance adj (1976) : of. relating to, or bein^excrc^Uw 
Ing against a source of resistance (as a weight) ; lp1nbre^g 

Ve-sVs-'tant \-tant\ adj (1 5c) : giving, capable of. -<fr^i$H 

— often used in combination <vvrinklc-rAJ^w/fr^l6UK 
„ resistant sunin of virus) W»M 
2 resls1ent n (15&0) : one Umt resists : rhsister ? f ;.w$x 
ro.3tst'er \ri-*zt s -tor\ n (14c) 1 : one that resists; 

opposes the policies of a government ' • •<.'-.",:; , 1 i v -Hf^ 
roislst-lbH-l.ty Sri-.zU-tD^hto-WV « (1617) ■i1:iihe«udj 

being resistible 2 : ability to resist ;• ■■■ 'W^ML 

re-slsMble Nri-^ls-to-balV&fd^louS) : capable of b el ng^ 
re-sls-tlve \ri-*2ls.liv\ adi (1603) : marked by.rcslsla^^ 

in combination <fire-rAtJi//pe material) — W'SWitlWiljfJi 

tlvc.nessn ..■■"^iffcr^ 
re.sls.tlu.My Xrl-.T.is-'ti-vs-te, 

nal electrical resistance of a i. 
• sectional area : the reciprocal 

ing : nnstsTANCB 

re-slsMess \ri-VJst-las\ adj (1586) 1 3'too WtvmL 
power) 2 : offering no resistance <~ PW>^W£M 
rC'SlsMess-nesB n ' ' ^'-'ViVsRjra 

re.6lS.tor \ri-'zls-toA n (1905) : a dev'ce'that^as^ 
and that is used in on electric circuit for protecUonf PW 
rent control • ' •' 

re.6lt.tlng \(,)re.*sl-tlij\ « (1661) ; a vMlwrt^g^gHgf 
ond time : anothci sitting • ■ •; , ' i^^iSSSfesa 
res lu-dl.ca.ta Vr6z-,10-dl-*ka.to\/j [L,< judged mnuerXOW 
finally decided on. its merits by a court »^«:fM3sffi 
and not subject to litigation again between thc>same*arwn 
res.meth.rln ^Orcx-'meth-rin, -'methA it fJrcf ipm^M 
ter) *■ -methrin. bleiid of methyl and -£r/;Wn :fas "M^^ 
nonperslstent synthetic insecticide CaaH^Oi'.thau^w- 
pyrcthrin and Is used In aerosols ' ' ■ ,];]'■;'' 
re.sol.U'blO \ri-'zal-yo-b»l\ adjiLL reso!ubllU;Jr^ 
unloose] (1602) : capable of being resolved <a-.d_Ui 



lem) 



Ves-o.luto Vrc-zo-.IUt. -lot\ adj IL resolutus: WpjS 
: marked by Arm detcrmlnatfon' : ^o^^^EiSS^ 
: bold, steady <n ~ gaze) - eyn sec *ArrK^tfftf$! 
V.lUt-IC, -lat-; iro-2«»-*Hlt-\ adv' 
. -'10t-\ n . . I * ■ 

*resol uto m ( 1 602) : a resolute person • . ■■■ . - mjt 
ros.o.lu-tlon N.re-zo-MQ'ShoiA n [ME rcsoluclounjrtm 
olucion, fr. L resolution-, resolutlo, It. reso/v«n=J^^W 
process of resolving: as a : the act of andy^iwW^ 
simpler ones b : the act of answering : lOIMgg 
mining d : the passing of a volco part from.a dlsson'" 



res.oOuto.npS0: 
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